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What a wierao! The CIA sends the Secret Service ’’several .-reports 
or communications concerning the assesslnot ion" but under s "security rating 
fckBizpreziuiaaa which precludes their delivery to the Commi ssion 'ey the 
Secret. Service"! 

What possible content could such reports have? And besides, isn’t, 
the GIA supposeu to mow no tiling about uhu assassination'; Cl -jsv.old, or Kuby, 
o r . a ny r.h i at sis e? 


Willene drafted this letter, presumoebly after consultation with 
nankin. February ic v\as a late hour to be informing cue GIA of Com-niss ion's 

charge. The opening formality id a rather sever; reininder/critici sm/co’nplrint, 
something like the 1*'£I "Informs t ion Breakdown 71 • 5i£e the li'BI, ho //ever, the CIA 
could get away withra anything. 

Yet it took six days after drafting before it ?/•.•:* moiled? "b.y? Isn’t 
tnis something to nave been ha a led with greatest dispatch? Villens 7 initials 
are duted fc/6. 

Rankin asked for the reports and whatever. Is there anything in the 
file indicating he got them arid wn#, tney are? 

There here, toe, nersists the Commission effort bo learn frera the 
CIA, more then two months after tho Commission was established, what one would 
have thought the CIA would have put into its hands the first day, "a report on the 
inf ormebioa" the Cl., hod about Oswald "prior to November ?2, 1963". 

To say tuo Commission wos informed by the - 3 is not to say it first 
learned from tue 33 that it had CI*v reports tue C 0 m:.ii3: ion iidn t, wiiien is want 
this letter really complains of# i his suspicion raises the nuestion, v/ho on the 
'Commission staff W8S worried hat the CIA was holding back informations it had? 

I’ve seen nothing in this file or e 1 sowhoro to indir-te it is any ofxune staff- 
lawyers. I wonder, therefore, if whoever had the suspicion may h ve been careful 
to leave no record of it. 'from here, one might wonder who t n 1 the Corruni sii.cn? 
ferhaps the did, but if tney didn’t, isn’t the i ? Bl is most likely next source? 

If the Jfjjl, how coul i they do ic without figuring in it, for they wouldn’t want 
the CIA to Jaaaa know i t is they w^o squealed? Willens was still on the DJ payroll 
and was the DJ lioson. This coul 1 be tr+erprotrd °s to him. 3-tern huddled 

other CIA matters, not very well. Slaweon may have heard it somewhere. Both these 
men got copies. ..eerch of t,k..ir files among the wo.rkir g papers -igfct yield something, 
if there is anything nere. 


If the contents ofnthe CIA C 3 ..ald file "until early October" contain) d n 
only cl.ppingr and Co cun an ts fr-mn other npercios, .vhar/. did t be./ keep the picture, 
Cj237/0dum i? Didn’t that and whatever accompanied it belong in the "osweld" file? 
Did the C crural '-’ion over get the nnhire file os of that date? They did ask. 


The ellipsis is os strange as the contents. They talk only around the 
point. tfiiy should the CIA have be> n expected to give other agencies what it got 
from at 11' o her og:-ncies nr fr^ them an' newspaper clip ings-no thing else? t T o 
one would expect that, yet dissemination is requested. I think this indicates 
oithar ’-he c ,: 15a f ohore was other contents (and TBI certainly should ho v© been 
asked separately if it wasn’t privately and vsrbelly) or, what should be sef^ to 
assume, r hot there was a CIA commentary r.v analysis or both combined. Oswald s 
appearance at the foreign offices so care full .’ ’watched ould have been a normal 
subject of some kind of comment, with some effortbto attribute meaning to it, 

fc9 ° 5u “ ° r iu -*“• x„ . 6se j 6es ,;:S” 


